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We are happy to present readers with another 32-page edition. 
The increased size, although more expensive to publish, was dictated 
by an increase in the material you are sending us and a decision to 


resume publication of "The Socialist Labor Party Revisited," which has 
been hoarded to use as filler in case of a lean period. The fact that 


the lack of material for publication seems to be a thing of the past 


along with several letters in recent months pointing out that the 
publication of the latter installments has been hanging fire long 
enough prompted the decision. We hope to conclude the series in an 
early issue. 


Although a couple of letters are pending publication in DB22, we 
want to emphasize that the Discussion Bulletin needs letters and 
articles of interest to third foree socialist. At the same time we 
want to point out that because the DB is reduced in size for printing 
in this format, we must ask you to please make your margins narrow to 
avoid those wide and empty margins on the finished product. 3/4 inch 
margins and seven-inch (18 cm.) typed lines are ideal. And finally we 
want to urge readers who are enjoying a sample copy to subscribe--$3 
for six issues. 

Frank Girard 
for the DB Committee 
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Foe," and "4. The War and The Peace"; 50 pence each from Echanges et 
Mouvement, B.M. Box 91, London WCiV 3XX, England. First published in 
English translation in Australia in 1950, parts 1 and 2 were 
republished by Root and Branch here in 1970. Part 4 contains a 
biography of Pannekoek and comments on the work by, among others, Paul 
Mattick 
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London Solidarity Group. 


KOMUNIST KRANTI; “An atte=zpt to participate in the constitution of the 
world communist party,” $1 from 679, Jawahar Colony N.I.T., 
Faridabad--121001, India. This is the publication of a formerly 
Leninist group, which was influenced to rethink its positions by 
reading publications of the International Communist Current. 
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My Journey to the Independent Socialist Republic of New Bolognia 


The tradition of all the dead generations weighs like a nightmare on the brains of 
the living. And just when they seem engaged in revolutionising themselves and 
things, in creating something that has never yet existed, precisely in such periods of 
revolutionary crisis they anxiously conjure up the spirits of the past to their 
service... 

Karl Marx, THE 18th BRUMAIRE OF LOUIS BONAPARTE 


I am beginning to question the belief I have always held in the past that society as a 
whole would determine its total needs and that we would all pitch in and produce 
what was necessary. 

Frank Girard, DISCUSSION BULLETIN No. 18, p. 15 


There was going to be a big anti-imperialist demonstration the next morning. So, when I 
finally fell into bed Friday night, I was hoping to get some good rest. Maybe that’s why I let 
myself keep dreaming about the smoke in the room. But, I couldn’t sleep through the doorbell 
that rang and rang and rang. Zipped my pants while edging groggily down the steps. The guy 
I made out through the peephole seemed real uptight. I was barely awake enough to ask, 
"Whatcha want?" 


"I’m real sorry about this, but my car is burning up on your front lawn..." I had to open the 
door to see what he was pointing at. "..and if that car is yours, it might catch if mine 
explodes." 


Sure enough, between the curb and sidewalk was a green Chevy with flames leaping from 
under the hood. About six feet from my car. "Yeah. Thanks for letting me know. Got to get 
my keys." I was half-way up the stairs before realizing the truth of the matter. I spun around. 
Outside, I shared my thoughts. "You know, it just hit me that I got insurance. So, I mean, I’d 
rather not get blown up or burned if Liberty Mutual’s gonna cover the whoel thing anyway and 
I think [ll just sit here and watch the glow." 


Not much to watch. Fire engine screamed up. Then another. And another. "Stand back, 
folks," the raincoated dignitary motioned to the pajama-clad audience. He deftly waved his 
fizzle-can and the spectacle was over. 


It seemed like the poor guy contemplating his smoldering Chevy needed some company. "So, 
how did your car catch on fire?" 


"I dunno. Little red light came on like it does all the time. Then it smelled funny and I saw 
some flames. It wouldn’t steer and went right up on your lawn; so, I jumped out. Don’t know 
how I’m gonna get there now." 


"Going somewhere nearby?" I wondered. 
"Not hardly. I wanted to see the revolution." 


"Jeez," I sighed. "You must have been going a long way from St. Louis. Seriously, what 
revolution? I try to keep up on that stuff." 


"You really haven’t heard? They’ve taken over factories, demilitarized the local army, sealed 
off the area, and they do what they wanna do." 


I was getting more excited as he talked. "Look, my car’s okay; so, why don’t we take it?" It 
was late and I couldn’t remember if we drove down Missouri 40, I-70, or I-55. To keep from 
falling asleep, I let Karl (he had introduced himself) drive. Confident that Karl knew the 
correct road to the revolution, I dozed off in the back seat. 


When I woke up, we were surrounded by of soldiers, machine guns, and tanks. "We’re here!" 
Karl shouted. "..the borders of the Independent Socialist Republic of New Bolognia! I got an 
I.D. that will get us through. Call me ’Dan’ if any of those guys come up." 
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Bullets and shells were pouring into the air. It seemed like they bounced off some invisible 
barrier. "How does that happen..." my jaw opened in amazement. Seeing a boy bedecked in 
khaki brown approaching, I quickly added my comrade’s name, "...Dan?" 


"It’s socialist consciousness,” he whispered. "As soon as there was a revolution, every worker in 
every factory reached the exact level of socialist consciousness at precisely the same instant. 
The convergence of their identical brain waves initiated a time-space-anti-matter force-ficld 
that repels hostile projectiles while allowing compatible particles to penetrate.” 


"Unbelieveable," was all I could mutter. 


"It’s what makes defense of the Republic unnecessary," he revved up the engine; the car lurched 
forward; and, as I cluthced my seat, we zoomed through the barrier. "Well, now you can call 
me ’Karl’ again. Maybe we can get some information at that little cafe." 


We started to walk around a pile of windshields and then we saw him. Thick orange hair and 
an open shirt. He put down his guitar case and held out his hand. "Michael’s the name. 
Welcome to a totally free society." 


"It’s an honor to be greated by an artist, comrade," Karl responded. "What kind of music do 
you play?" 


"Well, I don’t really know," Michael rubbed his chin. "Got tired of that damned nursing home 
and I always wanted to play the guitar. So, I just grabbed the first one I saw. But it’s my 
contribution to the Free Society and that’s what ?m gonna do." 


"Tell me this - how do you decide who should be a musician and who should..make 
windshields?" I couldn’t help but notice the stacks on each side of us. 


"Everyone follows their natural urges,” Michael held out his hand in a magnanimous gesture. 
"Once we removed oppression, the pure purity of human nature emerged and everyone’s 
instinctive desires perfectly matched what we need to consume. There’s no neéd to vote or 
decide or coordinate. Ali do exactly as they please. Our True Human Nature determines our 
perfect society." ’ 


"That’s odd," I puzzled out loud. "I thought that there was no such thing as ’human nature’ and 
that socialism would mean building new ways to work and live." 


"So you think people are naturally lazy," Michael glowered at me. 

"What I said was that there’s no such thing as *human nature’," I replied. 

"Same thing. And you want an elite to discipline people with a whip,” he sneered. 
"{ think that people can discipline themselves when they put their minds to it." 


"You are an authoritarian! Michael bellowed. "You want your elite to enslave people with 
discipline and..." 


"Excuse me," I couldn’t help but interupt. "What I said was ’self-discipline’." 


"Self-discipline is the worst discipline of all." By now he was waving his head back and forth 
ina frenzy. “You want people to put ruling class work values inside of their own heads..." He 
was yanking at his shirt furiously. “..you want people to commit the atrocity of performing 
labor they don’t like. Oh my godlessness! Don’t your realize that no one should ever do 
anything that doesn’t bring immediate transcendental fulfillment?" 


"What an unusual theory you have my friend," I responded. "In all of the repeated attempts of 
the working class to abolish exploitation, I’ve never heard of anyone saying people should only 
do what pleases them." 


Michael glanced askance. "If you didn’t want to set up a controlling elite, you wouldn’t be 
talking about the ’failed attempts’ of the working class." 
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“Well, attempts haven’t exactly lasted forever. But, don’t you think your arguments would be 
better if you quoted people accurately? It seems like you changed my ’repeated attempts’ to 
*failed attempts’ to make it seem like I was implying all upsurges have been miserable failures. 
If you refuse to study what people did during those attempts, how do you ever expect to 
discover ways for people to work together?" 


His hair was almost standing on end as he stomped his left foot and threw his head back. 
"That’s your problem..." I could barely hear him as his neck and back arched, turning his head 
180 degrees opposite me. “..you want people to work together." He was becoming more audible 
as his head bent back toward his knees. "Socialism has nothing to do with people working 
together. If you do that, you need rules. Rules are authoritarian and despotic." His right foot 
was stomping, now. "Under socialism, everyone does as they please." As his head popped up 
between his legs, his arms began flailing to the screech, "Socialism has no rules and no one has 
to obey anyone.” 


"Is that a rule?" I wanted to know. 


"It’s an absolute rule..." He stomped his left foot furiously. "..and you must obey it if you want 
to stay here." His right foot stomped twice. "Everyone does as they please." Seeing two fellows 
strolling by with guitar cases, Michael shoved his guitar through the loop made by his arched 
back and waddled off, stomping first his left foot, then his right one. He danced in little 
circles as he made his way down the road, his arms flailing and his head bobbing between his 
knees, shreiking, "Do as you please! Do as you please!! Do as you please!!!" 


"New Bolognia certainly is an active place," Karl commented as we stepped over a fallen stack 
of windshields. There was a group of 10 or 12 people carrying guitar cases in one direction as 
pairs carried stretchers the opposite way. Several men unloaded a crate of windshields beside 
us. "Where are those bodies from?" my comrade wondered. "I thought none of the shells were 
getting through." 


"I would have taken my turn mining coal." Our heads turned to see the voice on our left. She 
was trying to swallow a lump in her throat while desparately clutching something wrapped in a 
blanket. 


"Go on. Get out of here." From our right came up a fellow carrying a guitar case in one hand 
and waving the other one menacingly toward the woman. As he approached us, a smile spread 
across his face and he held out his hand. “Name’s Peter. You guys look new to New Bolognia." 
Glancing scornfully to the side, he added, “Not everyone appreciates our coal mining policy." 


"What’s that?” Karl was intently curious. 


"We decided that mining coal was oppressive. Too dirty. Too dangerous. So, we proclaimed 
that no one who didn’t find it immediately fulfilling should mine coal. So, of course, when the 
people who felt it was necessary showed up at the mines, they were too few for a shift and the 
e mines shut down." 


"That must have had an economic consequence or two," Karl mused. 


"You can say that again," Peter confirmed. "No coal, no steel. No steel, no needles. No needles, 
no injections.” 


"You got from coal to needles in two weeks?" Kari was amazed. 


"Things happen very rapidly in New Bolognia," Peter nodded with an emphatic slowness. "Even 
stranger things happen here." 


"But, couldn’t you take turns rather than eliminating necessary production?" Karl was 
disturbed. 


“How can you mine coal for three months? It takes longer than that to get the hang of it.” 
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"What I meant was..." Karl was twitching his full white beard. "...there’s lots of work that’s 


unpleasant or dangerous. Couldn’t it be shared, with everyone doing some distasteful job for 
part of the year?" 


"That’s what she was saying," Peter glanced to his side. 
"Who?" | wondered. 

"The woman with the dead kid.” 

"What dead kid?" I still thought he wasn’t coming across. 


"Kid in a blanket. Needed injections for some sort of disease. She’s been wandering all 
through town with that dead kid whining that she would have taken her turn mining coal. 
Must be a counterrevolutionary. She just don’t appreciate freedom from control. You see, 
that’s what’s wrong with rotating work. You would need someone to coordinate it. A central 
directing authority to tell people when it was their turn." 


"And that would be discipline,” I was converted. 

"Damned right it would be discipline," he shook his guitar case. 

"And discipline has no place in New Bolognia!" I exclaimed. 

Delighted that I had gotten the point, Peter yelled, "Death before discipline!” 
"Theory and practice united!" was my echo. 


Our chain of thought was broken by several more pairs of people carrying stretchers between 
us. "Never did find out where those bodies are coming from," Karl mumbled. 


"Probably the nursing home I used to work at," Peter let on. 

"Oh, did you know Michael?” I asked. 

“Of course. Great guy. A whole bunch of us left together when the revolution broke out." 
"What happened to the patients when pcople Ieft?” Karl was back to twitching his beard. 


"Can’t you see for yourself what happened’?” he motioned toward the new stream of body- 
faddencd stretchers while swinging the guitar to his other shoulder. 


"You mean you walked off and left them?" I was surprised. 


"So, what’s the difference between abandoning a coal mine and abandoning a nursing home?" 
Peter was indignant. 


"For one thing, people die when you walk out of a nursing home." The words had barely come 
out of my mouth before I rembered the woman with the lump in a bianket. "Okay, forget that 
one. But, coal mining is dirty and dangerous and people die form black lung and it’s obvous 
that no one should order anyone else to mine coal." 


Peter snorted, "You think changing bed pans isn’t dirty? You think no one picks up diseases in 
hospitals and nursing homes?" 


"Can’t you rotate it?" Karl asked. 


"Back to the same old authoritarianism," Peter shook his head in disgust. "From rotation to 
coordination to control to subordination. Listen folks, I get horribly depressed working with 
sick people. I may be weird; but, I tell you, if I had a choice, I would choose a coal mine over 
a nursing home any day. Now that they’re closed, I would be MORE oppressed if I had to take 
my turn in a nursing home." 


"Peter...". We turned around to see an old woman in a wheel chair pushing herself toward us. 
"Peter, is that you? Peter, everyone’s gone. Could you change my IV. for me?" A little bag 
connected by a long tube to her arm dangled above her head as she turned the wheels. 
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"Sorry, Mrs. Smith..." he folded his arms resolutely. "I am a totally free human being now." 
"Peter, I think I have gangrene. Please help me." 


Staring intently into her eyes, words he had secretly rehearsed a thousand times suddenly 
sprang forth, "Let no human being ask another to perform labor which he finds odious. Human 
freedom streams from labor that is its own reward. A person who submits to work that brings 
not instant fulfillment is tolerating exploitation." 


“But Péter." 


He shook his finger in her face. "When you tell me that I must help you, you are speaking the 
language of authoritarianism." With his arms slowly lifting and his face gazing to the heavens, 
he pontificated, "Let not one person’s freedom be constrained by another’s commandments. As I 
liberate myself from your requests, I strike a blow against the despotism of labor discipline." 


"I don’t think she’s gonna discipline you, Peter," I said while pressing her eyelids shut. "I think 
she’s dead.” 


He winked and threw his guitar on his shoulder. As he skipped down the road, we could here 
him chanting, "Death before discipline! Unity of theory and practicell" 


A crowd of people carrying guitars seemed to swallow him up and we jumped to a loud crash 
behind us. "More windshields?" Karl asked increduously. 


"Sorry guy; but, we gotta put ’°em somewhere." One of the workmen stepped back. A red 
bandana went to his forehead. 


“You know, youre the first people we’ve seen in New Bolognia doing industrial work," I thought 
out loud. 


"Oh, there’s a lot of us. I just couldn’t imagine sittin’ round the house all day. Got to get out 
and do something with the guys before I can fee! good. Some people can play guitars. But, the 
folks at this plant like to see what we’ve done at the end of the day." 


"No doubt that you’re accomplishing a lot," I let him know my feelings. "But, why don’t you 
store these somewhere?" 


"No place else to put ’°em." His bandana went into a hip pocket. "Filled up the warehouse last 
week. You know, the revolution unleashed a tremendous creative energy within everyone at 
this plant. Right off, we started producing the most we could. Had always been making 
window panes. But, we felt like making windshields. So, the day after the revolution, we got 
some new machine tools and made windshields. Wanted to make as many as we could. We had 
half the warehouse filled up when they gave us the bad news.” 


“What was that?" Karl asked. 
"Too thin. They would crack when you put ’em in. Their fault, though." 
"Whose fault?" I didn’t think our friend was perfectly clear. 


"The Council of Councils. They asked us to make as many as we could. We did them the way 
we had done window panes. We didn’t want any new bosses telling us how to do things, you 
see. Til we got word they were all breakin’. Anyway, they started using a different 
measurement. They wanted us to produce as many tons of windshields as soon as we could. No 
problem. We made ’em thicker. Lots thicker. Filled up the other half of the warehouse. Til 
we got the bad news." 


“More bad news?" Karl was twitching his beard again. 
“Too thick." 


"Politics or windshields?" Karl couldn’t help himself. 
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“Windshields, my friend. Windshields. So thick that the molding would’t fit. Screws wouldn’t 
hold." 


That seemed very odd to me. "Didn’t you folks have anything like quality control?” 


His right lower leg jerked forward spasmodically. "Control? Whaddaya mean, ’control’? You 
trying to discipline us with a whip?" 


"I meant, didn’t you get together with other councils to decide how to do things?" 


"At that time, those windshields went to 12 different assembly plants, friend. And we have 15 
different suppliers. Now, just when would we get our work done if we were holding mectings 
with those people all the time?" 


"Well, then, what about the Council of Councils?" Karl was perplexed. "Can’t they decide how 
thick the windshields should be?" 


"We got real tired of them tellin’ us what to do. It wasn’t too long ago that they tried to tell us 
they had voted to produce glass for buses and trains. But, you see, the folks at this plant have 
an independent spirit. No one’s gonna enslave us with the tyranny of inter-council discipline. 
We produce what we damned well please. And, we’re damned proud of it." 


What he said rung a chord somewhere deep inside. But, one little detail bothered me. “What 
about these windshields piled outside the warehouse? Are they the right thickness?" 


"Of course they are. I told you that we make the best windshields anywhere." 
I was still puzzled. "Then, why are they sitting here?" 


"Oh, yeah. It’s cause you can’t fit auto windshields on buses and trains. Other plants are 
making buses and we’re making windshields for cars. You see, it’s the New Bolognian Way. If 
you want to make something, you do it. And, if you don’t, you don’t do it. But, if someone 
tries to tell you how you should or shouldn’t do something, well, that’s authoritarianism." 


"That’s sure some New Economic Policy," Karl commented. 


As they went off for another stack of windshields, Michael showed up, munching on a yogurt 
and soybean burger. "That looks like something,” I said. “Where’d you pick it up?" 


"Common storehouse," Michael replied through gulping mouthfulls. 
"Somewhere nearby?” J wondered. 


"Sure, there’s some nearby. Of course, every place is a common storehouse. If you want 
something, you just take it. That’s the New Bolognian Way. Say, you fellows look tired. 
Wanna come over to my place to rest a little?" 


A few blocks later, we reached a two story frame house with toys cluttering the front porch. 
"How many kids you got?" I asked him. 


"None that I know of." Michael was preoccuppied with the door. "Seems locked. Let’s go 
around back." 


"Nice place," I felt I should compliment him. “How long you lived here?" 


"Not long at all." He was still lost in thought. "H-m-m-m. Back door locked, too. Oh, let’s try 
here." Michael reached over and pulled open a screen. 


I tried to broaden my economic understanding as he slid through the window. "You don’t keep 
records of what people consume?" 


“Of course not," he shouted from inside. "That would be authoritarian." The back door swung 
open and our host continued, "Socialism means that everyone gets whatever they see. If 
something exists, you have as much right to it as anyone else." 
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No sooner had we draped ourselves across the couches than we heard the sound of keys in the 
front door lock. A man with two small children popped in. We stared at each other in 
amazement. "If you folks need a place to stay," he broke the silence, "you’re welcome to share 
our house with us." 


"It’s my house, now!!" Michael roared. 
"’m sorry," the man stood firm, "but we’ve lived here for years." 


A frown spread across Michael’s face. "According to the New Bolognian Way, people are free 
to consume what they see. I see this house." 


"Couldn’t you settle this with a Neighborhood Coordinating Committee?" I stepped in between 
them. 


"Absolutely not!" Michael clinched his fists in rage. "To coordinate is to control. No committee 
can enforce its decisions on me - that would be discipline and I believe in freedom.” He calmed 
down without warning and put his arm around his antagonist. "Let’s go in here and hash it out 
ourselves." As they walked into the next room, Michael reached behind and grabbed a monkey 
wrench. 


The door closed and we heard a dull thud followed by a scream. Another dull thud. The man 
ran back with blood gushing from his face, got hold of the kids, and fled through the front 
door. "Guess you two disagreed," I said to Michael as he came back. 


"Not at all. People never disagree in New Bolognia. We smile and get along perfectly. You 
should have seen the beautiful smile on that man’s face before he slipped and fell." 


"Oh..." I was reassured. "Where’s he off to now?" 


"To find a house, I guess. I dunno. I don’t control him. We’re too free to know what each 
other are doing in New Bolognia." 


Karl left, but soon returned with soda for us all and a raw steak, which he gave to Michael. [ 
noticed Michael’s black eye for the first time and fell back on the couch. Then, the soda 
caught my attention. "Yech. I can’t stand Root Beer. Pour it out." 


"Hey, that’s wasteful," Karl objected. 
"Whaddaya mean, ’wasteful’?" I retorted. “It’s only soda." 


"But it’s the principle that’s important," Michael peeked out from the steak. "No free person 
can tolerate the bigotry and narrowmindedness of enforcing a standard of consumption upon a 
person who does not accept that standard." 


"Yeah," I chimmed in. "For one person to tell another what or how to consume is the most 
arrogant act of authoritarianism." 


"Far beyond authoritarianism. It’s despotism." Michael took the steak off his eye and flung it 
into the trash, 


I looked up. “Mighty expensive piece of animal flesh to dump." 


Michael pointed his finger straight at my nose. "Consumption exists in the eye of the consumer. 
I chose to consume that steak by placing it on my eye. In my judgement, I have completed its 
consumption. You have no right to enforce your judgement upon me..." 


I think he could have gone on forever, but a brick smashed through the window and barely 
missed his head. The three of us dashed outside. No telling how those six motorcycles got 
there without our hearing them. A guy in front of each with a chain. She stood in front of 
the guys. Leather bra and G string. Spiked heels. A brick in one hand and a whip in the 
other. Her voice rang clear and crisp, "My name’s Sweetweena and I consume houses." 


"What kind of a nut..." Karl’s voice was broken by Michael’s hand over his mouth. 
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"Let me handle this one," Michael whispered. "Ahem. Now, do you comrades need this house to 
live in?" 


"No, fool." She cracked her whip. "I said I CONSUME houses." 


"Ah...ah, yes," Michael stammered. "Consumption is certainly an interesting word. Now, most of 
us think of ’consuming’ a house as living in it. Just how do you consume’ houses?" 


"I put bricks through the windows, I use axes on the floors. Sledgehammers on the walls. And 
my friends help me with the grenades." 


"Certainly. We were just leaving," Michael announced. "We wouldn’t want to be authoritarian 
by imposing our definition of ’consumption’ on you." He whispered to us, "Be pleasant. 
Disagreements are discipline and discipline is forbidden in New Bolognia.” 


Karl was beside himself as we passed by Sweetweena. "But why in the world would you want 
to do anything like that?" 


"It’s prescribed by my psychiatrist,” she smiled while remaining motionless. "He says that I 
have repressed urges that need existential realization." 


Karl] looked at me in bewilderment. I nodded, "Oh, yes. I work with psychiatrists all the time 
and that’s no more bizarre than a lot of the things they recommend." 


Leaving the smashing of glass behind us, Karl twitched his beard. "People never disagree in 
New Bolognia? Why, that’s quite unbelievable." 


"It might seem that way." Realizing our trauma, Michael was being unusually sympathetic. 
"And, it might seem that people should figure out how to settle disagreements. But, that’s just 
not the New Bolognian Way." He shook his head compasionately. "If we settled disagreements, 
some people would have to give in. But, going along with a decision you don’t like would be 
discipline." 


"Just like the horror of doing work you don’t like," I added. 


"Exactly." An aura of concentration permeated Michael’s face as he unveiled his most profound 
social theory. "No minority should ever suffer the indignity or endure the humiliation of 
accepting something it disagrees with. So, we decided that we wouldn’t disagree. Everyone 
always smiles at everyone else and we live each day in perfect socialist bliss.” 


Karl had been thinking to himself, but suddenly blurted, "So, no one can impose anything on 
anyone and if I did not accept your imposing that idea on me, then I would be an 
authoritarian?" 


"You understand perfectly!" Michael lept into the air. "It’s the basic rule : YOU MUST 
AGREE THAT THERE IS NO DISCIPLINE IN NEW BOLOGNIA. And, you must smile as you 
accept the discipline of saying it." At that point, three buses stopped a few hundred yards 
away and 50 or so guitarists hopped out of each. As Michael rushed to join them, he yelled his 
final insight to us, "Disciplining people to have total agreement is the only way for a society to 
exist without discipline!” 


Having seen more in one day than in the entire rest of my life, I had to sit down to absorb it. 
"Where am I? Exactly where is New Bolognia?" These thoughts suddenly preoccuppied me. I 
had almost forgotten that I never knew where Karl had driven us last night. 


I said out loud, "Where is this place where people live without rules? With no self-discipline? 
Where there is no conflict and no disagreement? Where everyone does exactly as they please? 
Where they obtain instant gratification of every desire? Where people’s desires perfectly match 
social needs so that no one ever coordinates production?" 


My hands went to my head as I started to feel something inside my brain. It was there. Right 
there. Suddenly, it was as clear as crystal. New Bolognia is not a particular place. New 


ath 


Bolognia is a state of consciousness so profound that it utterly transcends the limitations of 
time and space. Having left behind the vulgar revolution of social relationships on this planet, 
New Bolognia has transmogrified its existence into the essence of the human mind, the only 
true praxis of revolution. 


New Bolognia is whatever you want it to be. It can be a weapon to break the chains of the 
Twin Authoritarian Mind-enslavers called Common Sense and Logic. It can be taken as a pill 
to make the troubling world go away. It can be sliced and served on bread with relish and 
mustard. The Independent Socialist Republic of New Bolognia can be anything to anyone at 
any time in any place. 


Don Fitz / St. Louis MO / August, 1986 


AND _ANTI-JTOPIANI 5.1 


The written dialog between Comrades Don Fitz and Frank 

Girard ("Neo-Utopianism as a flight from *tesponsibility" 

eae #17 - D.F.) and "Neo-utopianism and Anti Neo-vtopianism" 
D.B. 718 - F.G.) has brought some very interesting analogies 
about topics such as “human nature"; “romantic and utopian 
notion held by Marx, De Leon," etc.; “armed conflict with the 
ruling class¥; “failed attempts of the working class to 
abolish class exploitation!; "the nature of social convulsions"; 
"romantic to~the-barricades thinking"! “great mass social «mF 
upheavals, when they come, are almost always accomplished 
with little violence¥; "there is nothing ideal or inherently 
good in human nature or, for that matter, in the working 
class"; "it is at least possible that our society will 

simply abandon this industrial civilization"; "Com. 3uick-- 
a fellow neo-utopian"; and "“anti-neo-utopianism seem(s) to 
carry with it so many of the arguments... from reformists". 


I would like to start by saying that theory cannot be 
separated from practice. Theory without being placed into 
practice is only the work of "“arm-chair" revolutionaries who 
find themselves debating about abstract concepts, removed 
fro: concrete reality and objective anclysis. However, on 
the other side, B@MMpractice without concrete theory to provide 
orientation and a specific direction can only develop into a 
subjective, emctional series of responses which cause reliance 
on “spontaneity” and makes the individual(s)/movement subject 
to the elitist/vanguardist “leadership" which would arise to 
“provide guidance and direction to the strugcle". The need 
for the integration of theory with practice provides one of 
the main challenges to the revolutionist socialist internationalist 
movement. Accordingly, clarification of our basic goals must 
serve us as a starting point. 


Our politics must be revolutionist, striving for a complete 
change and transformation in our political and social class 
relationshins, a social(ist) revolution. Gur economics must 
be socialist, realizing that we ore social creatures, surviving 
only becayse of our ability as human nheoing to work together 
and therefore providing to vs an understanding that the only 
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economic form which offers hope for the present and the future 
is socialism; based on people working together within the 
working class, those of us (the vast majority) who must sell 
ourselves and our labor pawer to the capptalists as slaves for 
the wages we are given as a partial compensation for the work 
which we do. Cur perspectives must be internationalist, for 
as Daniel De Leon wrote, “as capitalism is international, so 
must socialism be". 


Although we could discuss any of the areas brought up in 
the dialog about "@neo-utopianism”, I would like to concentrate 
on three major points in the written debate which I view as 
especially important. 


First, on page 14 of D.&. ,15, paragraph two, Com. F. Girard 


states €...great mass social upheavals, when they come, are 
almost always accomplished with very little violence." Examples 
given are “the Iran#an Yevolution and the overthrow of hiarcos 

in the Philippenes and Duvalier in ‘aiti. In all cases mass 
support was so overwhelming that military action by the ruling 
class was unthinkable," 


As socialists, we week to bring about the true development 
of civilization, based on cooperation and social harmony.  .le 
oppose the barbaric behavior found within capitalism and the 
rising militarism it advocates, which revolve around death and 
destruction, ‘Ye are the true advocates of peace and social 
tranquility, 


The examples given by Com. *, Sirard of "mass social 
upheavals" “accomplished with very little violence" did not 
happen that way. ‘o dominant social power ir history has 
ever released power voluntarily. Individuals might be 
removed from specific positions of control within the system, 
but in the examples given (as with all others since its 
ta¥eeover of the world's economy) the capitalist system 
continues to function, and in fact, many of the same people 
continue to work within the “»rew" social order as they did in 
the old. 


Specifically, after the Iranian "Revolution" (as now) 
most of the leaders of the military were/are the same people 
as employed by the Shah. The main Shi'tia "religious" leaders 
(ayatollahs, mullahs, etc.) are the same as during the era of 
the Shah, although many (those not killed) have more control 
and "authority" than before. Following the takeover of the 
forces which placed the Avatollah Fhomeini in power, mass 
social purses/executions/murders were carried out against 
social dissidents, gays, minorities, and women's rights were 
suppressed. The "Revolutionary" Guards under the "Islamic 
Constitution" created and matntair a reien of terror. There 
was and is little peaceful action involved ir the process, and 
the wealthy still remain wealthy, and the poor poorer. 
Violence was and is the course of the Jranian "Revolution". 
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In the Philippenes, where the capitalist mass media 
hypes up the downfall of Ferdinand Marcos and speaks of the 
“democratic" administration of Corazén Aquino, there was no 
real change in the social situation. The rich, now "led" 
by Aquino are continuing to grow wealthier, the poor become 
poorer. The only reason that there was a change# of faces 
within the "leadership" was because a ‘eneral Ramos, head of 
"defense" and the military under Marcos switched support to 
Aquino, and now fulfills the same role in the "new" regime. 
There were no real "mass social upheavals" for changing the 
existing social relationships. 


The situation in Haiti, one of the poorest countries in 
the world, is very similar to that of the Philippenes. “Baby Doc" 
Duvalier (like Marcos) lost his position as President for life, 
but they both live in luxury wherever they are at. The generals 
and "civilians" who now run the show in Haiti are holdovers 
from the Duvalier regime. There were no “mass social upheavals" 
which led to social and economic change. Capitalism continues 
to function freely under the "protection" of the U.S. government 
and military. 


Tt will only be urder socialism that there will be the 
option of a peaceful and civilized transformation. As long 
as capitalism continues to exist, there can be no peaceful 
transformation, and even with the advent of socialism we have 
no guarantee of a peaceful transition, but only the ability to 
enforce the will of the working-class majority over the small 
capitalist mittority and their military/police “enforcers". 

I question the need for Comrade Frank G. to ridicule what he 

calls "...the romantic to-the-barricades thinking". Maybe we 

will have “to organize a defense strong enough to defeat the 
bourgeoisie without layine the foundation for “militarized socialism.” 


The second point that I would like to address is the concept 
of "human nature". This concept has been dealt with extensively 
in the Discussion Bulletin and by many revolutionary socialists 
{such as the excellent writing on the topic found in the liturature 
of the Yorld Socialist Movement - Socialist Party of Great Britain, 
Socialist Party of Canada, ‘orld Socialist Party (U.S.), and 
their international companion parties). I would, however, like 
to call into question the whole concept of “human nature" as 
being invalid. After spending over 10 years organizing and 
azitatine among the social elements called by Varl Marx as 
the “lumpen proletariat" (the declassed social element which 
is either perpetually unemployed or working only on short tern, 
low-paying jobs), M@™B I have failed to find anything remotely 


resembling a "human nature". All I have found is learned 
social behavior. Whether in the U.5., Canada, México, or ery 


other place where « have beer active in the social strugele 
between the workers and our oppressors, I have found no “human 


nature". Orly learned social behavior. 
“he third and fira] area which J want to corfront at 
this time is the concept of "neo-utopianism". Althoush Comrade 


ot 
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“rank “Cirard speaks of "Marx, De Leon, and the rest of us 
neo-utopians" (including Comrade Adam Buick) in D.B. #18, I can 
find no usage by Marx, De Leon, Buick, etc. of the term "neo- 
utopian). In the "Manifesto of the Communist Party" Marx and 
Engels spoke of the “purely Utopian character" of Utopian 
Socialists (@harles Fourier, Robert Owen, Etienne Cabet, etc.). 
"The Significance of Critical-litopian Socialism and Communism 
bears arn inverse relation to historical development in proportion 
as the modern class struggle develops and takes definite shape, 
this fantastic standing apart from the contest, these fantastic 
attacks on it, lose all practical value and all theoretical 
justification. Therefore, although the originators of these 
systems were, in many respects, revolutionary, their disciples 


have, in ever case, formed mere reactionary sects." "They 
still dream of experimental realisation of their social Utopias, 
of founding isolated 'Home Colonies'..." (pg. 319. 


In “Socialism: From Utopia to Science" (from the "Anti- 
Duehring") Frederick Engels traced the developmert of Socialism 
from the utopian planning of the predecessors of Marx and 
Engels to the scientific analysis of the founders of modern 
Socialism. He wrote of the "three great Utopians: (Henri) 
Saint-Simon, Fourier, and Owen" as being significant to "the 
middle-class movement" and reserving a place in the "ideal" 
society for capitalist entrepreneurs (pgs. 1, 4, and 5) and 
on page 10 that "(T)hese new social systems were foredoomed 
as Utopian; the more completely they were worked out in 
detail, the more they covld not avoid @riftins off into 
pure phartasies." 


As 7 state previously, 1! find »o infererce in the 
writires of either Daniel Ze Leon or Adam %uick/ orld Socialist 
Movement that they considered (or consider) themselves as 
either “utopians" or "“eo-utopians"”. 


For a definition of "utopia" T would like to quote the 
two definitions cited in "‘he American Heritare Dictiorary of 
the “nelish Tanruage": (1) Any condition, place, or situatior 
of cocial or political perfection. (2) Any idealistic foal 
or corcept for social and political reform. 


As Comrade ™. ‘irard has historically established himseif 
as an arti-reformist, 7 think we can rule ovt definition number 
two, which Jeads us to the "social or political perfection" 
of definition rumber ore. As a “arxian-De Leonist, I base my 
perspectives on the dialectic materialism and historical 


materialasmthey (arx, De Leov:, ete.) advocated. Dialectical 


materialism is based on the conflict between the universal 
law of change and the forces which attempt to prevent change. 
Historical materialism is established within an objective 
analysis of the given social forces in any given historical 
period. Real history will not begin until Socialism has been 
established; human beings are not behavinc as human beings 

so lone as we are controlled by blind historical ard economic 


il 
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forces, ultimately of our own (i.e. of the working class) 
creation but unrecognized as such. 


"Social or poltical perfection", as describing "utopia" 
above, are not obtainable within human capacity at the 
present time. To advocate “neo-utopianism" in this day and 
age, i.e. a "new utopianism", will, I think, place us on 
dangerous political ground and appears to be an abstract 
concept as described at the beginning of this article. 


It is of my opinion that the politics of “utopianism" 
and perhaps "$neo-utopianism" places us within a dangerous 
line of thought, and if carried very far into the abstract, 
could represent as great a danger to the socialist myvement 
as the traditional dangers like "opportunism", "“reformism", 
"elitist vanguardism", and other politics which seek to 
compromise and/or deviate from the struggle for the self- 
emancipation of the workirs class. 


Following the line of logic presented in the definition 
of “utopianism", we would make ourselves susceptible to the 
possible dangers outlined herein. The dangers of "standing 
apart from the contest", the degeneration into “mere reactionary 
sects", the dreaming “of experimental realisation of the 
social Utopians" in "isolated "Home Colonies," of becoming 
part of “the middle class movement" and abandoning our fellow 
members of the working class to their own fate, and of 
“drifting off into pure fantasies" as outline by Comrades Marx 
and Engels are ever present when we begin involving “utopianism" 
of any variety in our planning. We must not separate our 
theory from the practice. ‘Ne cannot/must not permit our 
isolation from the working class nor develop an attitude of 
having more knowledge and understanding than our fellow 
members of the working class. 


We must strive for an understarting of what “utopianism" 
represents; and anti-utopianism. m. Tom Johncock 
rkers' Democracy 
Allendale, Michigan 


cal * 
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Dear Comrades: 


In the early days of DB, I contributed an article in which I expressed 
the hope that fellow bulleteers would realize that experience has 
shown that none of us are the sole possessors of Absolute Truth and 
that we ought to consider actually evaluating the arguments of others. 
Only a few, especially our editor Frank Girard, have shown evidence in 
print that they actually do do this. Many others may well be, but a 
considerable number have acted as embattled guardians of Holy Writ, 
defending it against heretics and little concerned that historic 
experience is daily laying waste to most of the Writ. For example, 
contributions from Charlotte Benson of the SLF and almost everybody 
from the SPGB/WSP reflect a weary “once again, I have to straighten 
you people out" attitude. ("TY see I’m going to have to go into more 
details about the impracticability of the labour voucher system!": 
Budiek:, DE were) 


So when Don Fitz came aieng with his "Neo-Utopianism as a Flight from 
Responsibility”, pointing to the revolutionary emperors” nudity, and 
actually exploring real-life problems in implementing Socialism, I 
stood up and cheered. Two issues later, I read Frank Girard’s reply 
and realized that not everyone was there cheering with me. Te tet tis 
on reading his reply, I felt that I must have myopically overlooked a 
sinister Leninist attack on third force socialism. Rereading Don has 
convinced me that he is generally on target. 


Frank too often applies a guilt—-by-association technique: The problem 
inherited (from capitalism) of dishonesty and selfishness in workers 
is tarred as "capitalism’s conventional...wisdam about human 
nature... "5 Frank asks why Don’*s arguments sound like those he hears 
from reformers. And elsewhere, language used by Don is rewritten by 
Frank to create instant abhorrence. E.g., the problem of developing 
self-discipline is converted by Frank into a claim that Don calis for 
whip-wielderss; Don’*s criticism of the refusal to even think about 
socialist militias becomes in Frank’s eyes “romantic to-the-barricades 
thinking" and "insurrections by elite/vanguardists". Anti-neo~-utop— 
lans aren*t people who believe that real socialism is impossible. On 
the contrary, it’s worth working for. The question is, how do we get 
there? Certainly not by ignoring history. Let*s look at some of 
Frank*s objections. 


12 How are insurrections/revolutions to be defended? I suspect that 
every DEH reader beyond the SFPGB contingent recognizes the need for 
some kind of force. I also suspect that most of us, including Don, 
consider the idea of armed proletarian take-over absurd, in fact, 
dangerous because of the need for secret elites. But Frank avoids 
dealing with Don’s examples of Spain, Poland and Chile among others 
except to make the strange remark that they were convulsions "until a 
self-appointed elite...placed itself at the head of the masses...” 
Obviously, Frank has forgotten Don’*s examples and is thinking about 
the so-called national liberation struggles, a total red herring here. 
He would be hard put to identify the self-appointed elite that trans- 


formed the Spanish and Folish “convulsions” into insurrections. Nor 
in the Chilean for that matter; the brief councilist movement occurred 
after Allende’s murder. The examples that Frank and pacifists give 
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Bear Comrades, 


The extra eight peges in this issue costing about $36 and the 
anoual non-profit mailing fee of $50 ate up a significant part of one 
surplus, It looks as if we have the rescurces to puslish the next 
issue unless something else untoward happens. Since this large issue 
has eliminated most of the large bank of unpublished material we had 
after DB2ZQ was published, we can probably avoid exceeding cour 44-page 
format in the sear future, especially since there seems te be Llittie 
sentiment for publishing comparative platforms and statements ox 
principles broached in Report #20. If possible, though, I would like 
te publish an anaotated list of third~-force periodicals, perheps ia 
installments. 
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Winslow $3: Harry Wade $20; Margaret Begovich $12; Bouroe Srussach 
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are definitely worthy of consideration: Corrupt regimes were toppled 
in Iran, the Phillipines and Haiti rather peacefully while popular 
military activity was a minor factor in Iran, ineffectual in the 
Phillipines and didn*t exist in Haiti. But these were class societies 
whose basic exploitative nature didn*t change. What if they had been 
attempts to establish socialism”? Even De Leon admitted that the 
revolution might bring a few bloody noses. Can*t we even talk about 
the possibility that the workers councils while holding the means of 
production might need to use something more forceful than banners? 


ae Human nature, All right, class society brings out the dark side 
of people (and not just the capitalists). Socialism lacks the forces 
that cause these anti-social inclinations which will be (eventually) 
eGliminated. Most of us reject the "proletarian dictatorship" to make 
the transition and argue that socialism will not occur until a large 


number understand what needs to be done and act in their own inter-" 


ests. That’s fine except that a) less than the ideal number, provoked 
beyond endurance, may revolt before the theoretically ideal critical 
revolutionary mass has been generated, or b) any revolution created 
outside of a literary paradise will include lots of damaged people who 
will continue to act in an anti-social way, unconcerned with the harm 


this will cause what may be for a while an unstable situation. This 
is more of a problem in the late 20th century when modern technology 
puts enormous destruction in the hands of a few. Don gets trashed 


because he suggest we think about the problem. He does not say that 
"there is anything about human nature that renders us unfit for soc— 
ialism." 

3. Leadership. Here we have a new field for semantic wrangling like 
“Yetate/government", "“money/vouchers", "exchange of goods/commodity 
nexus", etc. Nowhere does Don imply the need for "labor discipline 
taught by revolutionary cadre during...the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat" as Frank unfairly suggests. Don clearly is pointing out the 
obvious fact that some individuals are more articulate, have (appar— 
ently) & better understanding and may be better motivators. Such 
people may or may not be "leaders" in the sense that we usually use 
(and dislike) the term. To me, the effect that these people have ona 
movement looks like leading, but if the term cannot be used without 


confusion with manipulation then let’s find a better one. Don*s 
reference to the problem of the unequal distribution of such skills as 
writing is profound. I would also bring up the problem of working 


Class illiteracy which may be as high as one third in this country. 
For years, we in the SLP distributed millions of leaflets written in 
inaccessible, polysyllabic jargon. Studies now show that huge numbers 
of workers wouldn’*t have been able to read them even if they had been 
in Basic English. To be fair, the SLP did experiment with comic-type 
leaflets. Philadelphia Solidarity, at one time, and the Grand Rapids 
Discussion Group, more recently, have experimented with plainly writ~ 
ten leaflets. But realistically, are leaflets the answer to address a 
substantially functionally illiterate working class? If the answer 
isn*t talking and writing to them, is it involving ourselves in some 
of their interests and activities. If so, how? If not, what? 


And now a more positive note on those whom I have been trashing. The 
position that Frank and the SPGER are taking, that we should rethink 


the nature and goal of modern production, while not new, is certainly 
positive. By reducing the scale of production as well as the nature 
of a lot of the junk presently turned out, we make more realistic the 
Possibility that our necessary work time can both be reduced and 
converted to more pleasurable activity. Of course, if you want to 
reach the very outer limits of Neo-Utopianism, you need only consider 
the neo-Situationists whose program for the total elimination of work 
is carried out by exchanging manifestos in academese among them— 
selves... 


Ben Ferry 


Dear Comrades, 


The satire and two letters preceding this take me to task for an 
article, "Neo-Utopianism and Anti Neo-Utopianism," which appeared in 
NB13. In it I took Don Fitz to task for an article, "Neo-Utopianism 
as a Flight from Responsibility,” which struck me as deviating from 
such tenets of the true faith of third force socialism as 
anti-reformism, rejection of the idea of leadership, and others. My 
eriticism of Don's article came from a strongly held conviction that 
we must emphasize the differences that separate us from the social 
democrats and vanguardists, whon most of our fellow workers identify 
with socialism and revolution. Don's article, I thought, blurred the 
Line that divides us from those who, in the name of socialism, would 
fasten on us a potentially more authoritarian form of capitalism. 


However, I agree with critics that the article was seriously 
flawed. One flaw was the go-for-the-jugular polemical style I used. 
Readers who have come to associate me with sweetness, light, and the 
cream of ecumenism were properly shocked and disappointed. I could 
plead provocation -- but I think I'll just plead guilty instead. 


The other serious flaw involved Don's point about "failed 


attempts by the working class to abolish class exploitation." I read 
his flest two examples, the Paris Commune and the Russian Soviets of 
1905 and thea skimmed the rest rather thoughtlessly. My point, 


based on the first two examples, was that Don's examples weren't 
valid. Certainly the Paris Commune and the 1905 Soviets were not 
efforts by class conscious workers to establish socialism, nor was the 
Polish Solidarity movement nor the Seattle General Strike or the 
Hungarian Revolution of 1956. These were uprisings ignited not by 
workers consciously wanting to destroy capitalism and build socialism 
but by other causes, although other examples he used may have involved 
asolrations to establish socialism. My mistake was in raising the 
icrelevant matter of leadership, a blunder that led Ben Perry to 
conelude that I had national Liberation movements in mind. 


All this, however, does not change the fact that these premature, 
isolated, and doomed insurrections can not be analyzed for object 
lessons on how a class conscious majority should go about building 


socialism in a world in which capitalist decay has become obvious to 
all. 


In his letter Ben Perry suggests that Don was merely raising 
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questions designed to make us third force revolutionaries reexamine 
the preconceptions, canned opinions, and untested assumptions we have 
picked up in this movement and that accordingly my strong reaction was 
uncalled for. I would argue that the tone of the article was that of 
a person rejecting the old verities, not calling for a re-examination 
of them. 


Consider the matter of reform. Don condemns traditional third 
foreists (neo-utopians, as he calls us) for using our belief in "a 
Lolally unreachable goal" as an excuse to avoid involvement in 
"imperfect Struggles," while Don and other supporters of such 
imperfect struggles "have the difficulty of oroposing real solutions 


that some part of the working class might actually listen to." Perhaps 
Ben is right, and for me to suggest that Don is calling for ceforms is 
oresumptuous. But it would be interesting to know exactly what Don 
neaas by "real solutions” and what problems these real solutions 
sOlve. I have always believed that finding real solutions to the 
system's problems within the framework of capitalism is the real 
"unreachable goal." 


I agree that Don's comnent on leadership does create a semantic 
problem. If Marx and De Leon were leaders as Don says, then so were 
Ruclid and Einstein. And just where do Gorbachev, Castro, and Daniel 
Ortega fit in? As a third force socialist I have always identified 
leadership with decision making and enforcing and have rejected the 
coneept as incompatible with socialism. But no socialist has ever 
rejected the idea that some people are more talented writers or more 
knowledgable about politics than others and deserved to have their 
ideas Listened to and respected, just as talented piano players are 
more Likely to have their music listened to. But what has leadership 
to do with that? Leadership as it is used in this movement implies 
the power to direct. 


My objection to Don Fitz's remarks on human nature centered on 
nis assertion that third forcists accept the idea of "natural 
goodness" in humankind as, he says, did Karl Marx. While this 
assessment of Karl Marx is fashionable in academic circles, I think a 
more accurate statement would be that Marxists reject the opposite 
idea: that humans are inherently evil, the Christian theological view 
that does unfit us for socialism. Don's belief that a socialist 
soctlety will have to struggle with "vestiges of domination" raises the 
yuestions of just who will decide what behavior is anti-social, with 
whom would the struggle be carried on, and how would it be carried on. 
At the risk of being accused of using guilt by association techniques, 
I'd like to point out that vanguardists, when pushed to the wall on 
the matter of the need for a dictatorship of the proletariat, will 
cite the after-effects of capitalist mores on the human mind as a 
reason, 


I don't think that socialists of our persuasion have ever said 
that the socialist revolution will usher in a paradise in which we 
would all behave as angels, as Don implied in his article. What we do 
believe is that much if not all anti-social behavior is either caused 
hy or exacerbated by the psychological stresses created by life ina 
competitive, class divided society. In another connection, Ben should 


reread the Final comment on human nature in my article. I neither 
stated nor implied that Don said human nature unfitted our species for 
socialism. But no offense taken; I can speak from personal experience 
on how easy it is to read something into an opponent's argument. 


The use of force by our class in a period of revolutionary change 
has been debated among third force socialists for generations. It was 
the question of organizing armed contingents in the Late 1870s that 
precipitated the first major split in tne Socialist Labor Party in the 
late 1870s when Parsons, Spies, Schwab, and others left the SLP on 
theie way to mactyrdom for the Haymarket Affair. The question of 
force is moot, of course; no one can predict the amount of force 
needed to oust the ruling class from their positions of power as 
owners of social wealth. 


Certain groups like the SLP and the Socialist Party of Great 
Britain (SPGB), committed to the idea of a majority revolution 
complete with a count at the polls, have traditionally downplayed the 
idea of force, “the midwife of revolution." While not rejecting the 
idea entirely, the SLP saw little need of force beyond that workers 
might use in their their industrial unions when occupying the 
industries. Other groups, those with a strong anarchist influence, 
assumed that force would be necessary and at times in their history 
seemed to welcome it, using violence as an agitational tactic. 


I don't think that any of us believes that a revolution is likely 
to be non-violent, but many of us would agree with the SLP/De Leonist 
view that to advocate violence, to organize militias, and to raise the 
possibility of violence now is to invite repression. De Leon argued 
that for a revolutionary party to advocate force was to turn it intoa 
conspiracy and forever at the mercy of the provocateur and the police. 
I've never seen anything that would lead we to believe that our class 
needs any advice from us on when to use force. To this we might add 
that a working class capable of effecting a revolution doesn't need 
our advice on how to protect it. 


While flattered to be right up there with Marx at the head of Don 
Fitz's satire, I find answering it impossible. Satires depend on 
distortion and exaggeration to create their effect. The only 
effective answer is another satire, something I lack the talent to 
write. 


Frank Girard 


COMING SOON 


Although not strictly speaking a Discussion Bulletin matter, the 
impending visit to the U.S. of one of our British DB subscribers seems 
worthy of mention. Steve Coleman, a third-force socialist, active 
member of the Socialist Party Of Great Britain, and one of the authors 
of NON-MARKET SOCIALISM IN THE NINETEENTH AND TWENTIETH CENTURIES, 
reviewed in DB17, will be attending an academic diversion here 
in late March and will tour the country during the first three weeks 
in April taking part in forums, lectures, and debates. Persons 
interested in arranging meetings for him in their localities should 
contact Aaron Feldman, Rt. 4, Box 169, Louisa, VA 23093. 
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Near Comrades, 


2i1l Shakalis of the “ocialist Party has sent me the copies of the 
Bulletin teking up the ‘Third vay / Third Camp" issue. I am fascinated. 


“t Muste's invitation I had gone fron los /ngeles to Chicago in 1953, 
dre?ting the statement that came out of that conference, and holding 

+o a Third damp position then ~ and now. Your history seems (I've not 
read it with necessary care vet) to not include the founding of the 
Intern tional Confederation for Disarman-t and Perce in 1961, in which 

I was active from 1965 on - which dissolved “nto the International Pesce 
Surezu (of which at the moment I'm one of a number of ice Presi ents). 


“he TP? lacks the clarity of Muste's vision - but it covers a wide range 
of sro ps, including Yugoslevia :.nd Japan andI th'nk a.d. would be happy 
with it. 


T'd looked for the uncut version of a long piece I'd done ~ "Closer to 
Midnight" - but only find a somewhat cut one (I doubt if you are bosin 
a thing except my excess of words). ind an earlier piecex, now fadin 
but again with a tiird camp position. 


Fraternally, yf 
VY pn 
} J oe 


beg 2 pen SS 
avid noReynglas 
(Chair, ‘ler Resisters International) 


Dear friends, 


I am sure that all of us have followed the "Iran-gate" 
scandal. Let us not sit back in self-satisfied smugness, and 
say, "That's capitalist governnent, ‘business as usual.'" Rea- 
gan and his cronies in the National Security Council and the 
CIA have shown fascist enthusiasm to trample upon the Consti- 
tution and democratic process. : 

Daniel DeLeon was quick to -acknowledge that the first 
American Revolution was a progressive step away from monarchy. 
I beliéve that he would be an active opponent of modern day 
fascism and war. 

If Ronald Reagan, Ed Meese, et al have their way, they 
will make no fine distinctions between socialists, communists, 
anarchists, social’ democrats, etc. Neither will nuclear wipe- 


out. World War III will mean the end of the human race. 
Let each of us speak out for peace. We know that the 
working class loses in every war. Lets speak for democracy. 


Better still, lets tell how fellow workers that socialism opens 
the door to peace and democracy. 


For the common good, 
TIM MILLS 
1221 Whitney Bid. 
Belvidere, IL 61008 
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COMMUNISM IS NOT A POLITICAL. PROGRAMME 


Meny articles in the DB look like propositions of 
better ways to menage the capitalist world were we live. ror us, 
commu ism ( we don't like to much the word "socialism" ) is not 
2 progremme of a serie of measures which one opposes in a compe= 
titive way to others programmes which exist in society, and which 
one tries to make victorious either by persuasion or by force of 
arms or ... by parliamentary methods ? 

Therefore, to be in favor of communism cannot mean 
aspiring to capture the State -nd to substitute a new power which 
would be = just, fair power, the reasonable rational power cf the 
communists ( or socislists ) - or of those using the name of com- 
munism - in contrast to the injust power of the bourgeoisie. We 
do not work for the triumph of » new programme, that is for the 
triumph of politics, because the triumph of politics and with it 
the triumph of the State hese already been realized before our 
very eyes - by the capitalism. If a communist revolution takes 
plece, it will be the reverse and not the result of this tendency 
which has taken place under the domination of the cepitalist 
class.For this reason, we cannot use, when describing communism, 
the terms democracy and dictatorship, which we think are judicial, 
legal forms, legal definitions which have been associated with 
different forms of state power and which we do not think are ade- 
quate for describing communism, In fact, in the societies which 
we have known, democracy, like dictatorship, has suited the need 
to maintain a certain social cohesion where this cohesion could 
not exist by itself, either by coercicion, ie dictatorship, or by 
the idealisation of representation where there is a certain harmo- 
ny between the classes, as in democracy, These forms of dictatorial 
or democratic organisation have suited societies which, through 
their own development, have broken the traditional and personal 
bonds which had existed previously between groups and individuals. 

Compared to that, communism does not represent the 
outcome of one of these tendencies, but the manifestation of other 
relations between people, generally called the human community. 
Therefore, the communist revelution cannot be from the outset, 
the imposition of false relations between people, whether by de- 
mocretic or dictatorial measures, but can only be the founding 
act of this human community. To believe that it is necessary, to 
arrive at this human community, to reconstitute in a democratic 
or despotic fashion » fictitious new community, even temporarily, 
which would replace the fictitious communities which we have al- 
ready know, wonld be to establish from the outset this communist 
movement on the negation of its dynamic : the constitution of new 
human relationships. 


In comradeship 
M. Emeé 


CONTACT : INTERROGATIONS for the human community 
C/° I.8., B.P. 243, 7556 PARIS CEDEX 12, France 


wes 


109 Tremont St., apt. 417 
Discussion Bulletin irighton, Ma 02135 


Comrades and "ellow-workers 

In re James “inal's charge of distortion against me ‘Dp#20) 
I can only Suggest that he calm down sufficiently to re-read 
my words (D2#19). He should pay more than his usual attention 
to the 4th paragraph, beginning on p.29, and the 5th paragraph, 
beginning on p.30. He may possibly come to the realization that 
his accusation is baseless. At least I hope so. 

Vhat to me is significant, however, is the fact that he ap- 
parently knows better than to challenge me--as I pleaded with 
him to do-- “to put up or shut up" in regard to my own charge 
that the SLP, during all but all of the existence of the USSR, 
defended that class-divided society. In fact, I have thus far 
received but two responses to that challenge, one of which asked 
for copies of articles without specifically challenging my ac- 
cusation and the other merely re-asserting his DeLeonist faith 
aided, as he claimed, by the gist of my letter! But how can 
anybody question my allegation--anyone, that is, who has even 
a minimum knowledge of the history of the SLP since 1917? The 
“smoking gun" has been apparent throughout the bulk of that 
period of time; and, in fact, even prior to the Bolshevik Rev- 
olution DeLeonism showed disregard for the need te concentrate 
on class consciousness rather than on sectional recognition in 
its message to the working class. 

Since the re-making of the SLP philosophy by Daniel De Leon 
and his adherents, around 1905, the basic position has been 
that no “pure and simple" political socialist party can ef- 
fectuate the Revolution; that there must exist, along with 
the party, an industrial union organization to back up the 
ballot with economic force (because the ballot is, after all, 
"as weak as a woman's tears"--a sentiment attributed to DeLeon) 
and to organize and carry on the business of the new society. 

Just how far from new this SLP-envisioned order would be be- 
comes evident. when one notes that the DeLeonists always seemed 
to regard the parties of Social Democracy as "pure and simple" 
political socialist parties rather than pure and simple parties 
of capitalist reform. In the Socialist Standard for March, 1915, 
for example, there is a lengthy editorial-article examining and 
dissecting an official SLP of America letter addressed to "the 
Affiliated Parties of the International Socialist Bureau." Al- 
though the SPGB had never been a member of that organization 
(the British Labour Party was its representative in Great Bri- 
tain), the SLPA had sent them a copy of the letter. 

The crux of the SLPA argument was that had the "Socialist" 
parties of Europe paid heed to the DeLeonist message on the 
need for industrial union organization the continent would not 
have been in the mess that existed in 1915, with the various 
member parties supporting their national governments in the 
slaughter of World War 1. (!) 

The gist of the SPGB response was simple. The SLPA did 
not seem to realize (as DeLeonists do not comprehend today either) 
that organizing workers on the basis of individual indus- 
tries is really dividing rather than uniting them; that an ec- 
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onomic organization is, to be sure, important and even essential 
but that it should be based upon class rather than on sectional- 
industrial interests. It ought to be apparent that when workers 
in the millions are ripe for socialism that the labor union men- 
bership will be top-heavy with such socialist-minded workers. 

In any case, the SLPA was always wrong (as are the various 
DeLeonist splinter groups) in regarding parties such as the 
(now defunct) Socialist Party of America, the 3ritish Labour Party, 
and the rest of Social Democracy as "pure and simple” socialist 
political parties rather than parties of capitalist reform. In 
fact, the SLP went so far as to attempt the consummation of unity 
with the S.P. of A., participating in a conference with that or- 
ganization in N.Y. City on Jan. 6 & 7, 1917. The delegates for 
the S.P.A. were Louis 8. Boudin, Geo. H. Goebel, Chas. 4. Yaurer, 
James O'Neal and Samuel 3eardsley. The SLP delegates: Arthur E. 
Reimer, Rudolph Katz, 3oris Reinstein, Caleb Harrison and Arnold 
Petersen. (This information is gained from Tne Socialist Standard 
(SPGB) of March,1917 in an article written by Adolph Kohn, an SEGB 
member,in the U.S. at that time, on the lam from the 3ritish nil- 
itary as were many of his comrades. Kohn got his facts for the 
article from The Weekly People of Jan.13,1917). 

At the unity conference there was an agreement on the question 
of aim and reform policies but the attempt at unification failed 
because of the refusal of the SPA delegates to accept the SLPs 
economic program. In tthe Weekly People editorial referred to 
above, the SLP claimed that the rock upon which the Unity Con- 
ference went to pieces was industrial unionism. There can be no 
more conclusive evidence than thatto prove that the SLP’s con- 
cept of a socialist society was (and still is) not fundamentally 
different from that of the parties of social democracy. Were 
the governments of 8ritain (under Labour), présent day Greece, 
France (prior to the last election in that country) ete. made up 
of representatives from SLP~approved industrial unions rather 
than from geographical areas, those nations would be regarded by 
the SLP as socialist. 

Poppycoek? A fabrication of Harmo's? I seem to antici- 
pate reaction from some loyal DeLleonists. Well, let us go to the 


Soviet Union for an illustration of that sort of "thinking" by the 
SLP. During the period of World War 11 the SLP berated Stalin 
for "betraying" the Revolution. Would this not seem to indi- 
cate (1) that the SLP regards the Bolshevik Revolution as a gen- 
uine socialist upheaval and (2) that the SLP really believes that 
a socialist revolution can be brought about without a majority 

of class conscious workers in the population understanding and 
approving the basics of socialism? In other words, does this not 
underscore the fact that the SLP (and the splinter groups) are 
believers in "vanguardism" as are the Bolsheviks in all of their 
varied factions? Otherwise, how could they declare the Revo- 
lution as "betrayed?" 

Some HeLeonists, to be sure, seem to be aware that something 
is rotten in the state of the Soviet Union and are beginning to 
regard that land as an example of DeLeon's "Industrial Feudalism" 
(see letter by Monroe Prussack in DB #20) rather than to decide 
that it is long past high time to begin calling a spade a spade. 
The problem here is that there is a disregard for the important, 
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basic features that serve to define a society--features such as 
the predominant social relationships among the members of the 
population. In the USSR, the preponderent relationships are 
those of wage labor and capital which can signify but one intel- 
ligent conclusion-~the USSR is capitalist. 3ut there is some- 
thing almost ludicrous about DeLeon and many of his disciples 
making use of the phrase "industrial feudalism." That is a 
perfect example of an oxymoron--a conjunction of contradictory 
terms. It is as incongruous to label the USSR "Industrial Feu- 
dalism" as it would be to call it “Capitalist Socialism." To link 
the term feudalism with industrial--a word denoting the very an- 
tithesis of feudalism--makes utterly no sense unless, of course, 
one can change--by fiat--the meaning of the word feudalism as 
the 3olsheviks of the USSR did in the case of the word socialism. 
Finally, allow me to point out that in my opinion the con- ~ 
tributors to D3 are, for the most part, taking themselves too 
seriously. The working class today, whether in 4Merica, Wes- 
tern capitalism generally, or wherever one looks, are not even 
aware of the existence of "third force socialism “" For those 
who write in DB to be arguing over the proper way to organize 
production, etc., after the Revolution is more than a little 
premature. All that we can predict, with any degree of proba- 
bility, is that once that there is a solid majority of class 
conscious socialists in the population, and that the awareness 
of its existence has been made manifest to the capitalist class, 
the era of class societies will come to an end in short order. 
Naturally, those who have operated the industries will continue 
to do so but in the interests of the entire population rather 
than the benefit of private, corporate, or state owners and/or 
state bureaucrats. Even the need for labor unions--of any var- 
iety or designation--will vanish. The only worthwhile task for 
socialists today is to make more socialists--and good ones. The 
capitalist system should prove, in the long run, to be a power- 
ful ally if Marx's Materialist conception of History makes sense. 
Harry Morrison ("Harmo") 


SM™™ PERCEPTIONS 


Although there has been times woen I, too, have sensed "frittering " away writings 

in the Lb, the stimulation of my thought-process by tne contents and organization 

of our media's collage of news, discussions, argumentations, debates and innuendes, 

nas challenged my brain to 4 keener analysis of the social question and @™ to more 
effective means to it's resolution and the revolution. So long as we constantly are . 
critical of our efferts in this forum, so long shall it "serve" it's "limited purpose’. 


Because so many workers are religien-oriented, I think that the use of "right" ana 
"left" to identify political and economic arenas is non-productive of socialist com- 
prehension. "Christian® scripture relegates the “left" to hell-fire and the "right® to 
might. Since "democracy" has perpetuated it's Greek ruling class tradition, can't we 
delete it from socialist vocabulary? Even "socialism" has been corrupted enuf to pre- 
clude it's use; everybody~ism, everyone-inc., Social(every person) ownership, control 
and management, our-inc.,.... , cnuld evolve into other terminologies. 


"Builaing tne new society within the shell of the old" can mean educating workers to 
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think about the contradictions in politics ana business which appear in the daily 
media. Other terminologies for:"surplus value"(differentiating wealth; loot), "class 
struggle"(We vs They, Us or Them, ‘top o the mornin to you and tne rest of the day 

to meself', what would we do without gond losers?, them that can't shnafting them that 
can,Bo one or few of us is as wise as all of us). 


The qualitative and quantitative agitational-educational work of scientific sncialists 
could condition spnntaneous worker reactions to revolutinnary provocative repfressions 
by the economic royalists; hence, "keeping the faith" means(for me) coping with the 
doubts about the effectiveness of my efforts to ‘enlighten’ my co-werkers(my family, 
especially) and their capability of camprehension- in other words, hang in there! 


Since theory and practice are complementary in the er>ntext of persistent dislectics 
scientific socialists can build on tne experienves of prinr comraces and use the 
maps they bequeathed to us as reference points. 


The “legality" of the Constitution of the UeS.Ao is ruling class-oriented and pro- 
tected; so, I think that amendment clause of that dictatorial document precluces 
capitalist tolerance of socialist revolution. Madison's 'concern' about latter-day 
concentration of wealth could be contrued as a warning(F.L.K's "Reform or ...") to 

the elite few to monitor "legality" to better deceive the working class about "demo- 
eracy". Although the Reagongate illegality is froent-burner-198€ socialist-workers 

can remind non-Socislist workers of the rape of the native Americans and the enup d'etat 
at the Constitutional Convention in Philadelphia in 1787. 


While I think tnat the S.1.U. concept of the logical proeedure for the creation of an 
Industrial Republic doesn't have much running room anymore, I, alsa, see encugh space 
for us to work for it.(I'm in one of my pacific mooas at tais writing-.and probably 
most rational.) Incidentally, early in my experience as a scientific socialist I was 
warned by an oldie not to indulge in "hero worship"or fetishism. He,oldie, observed 
that the idea of the S.I.U. plan grew out of the experiences and debates of many 
comrades and thatht's communication and preservation for us was the result of the 
eollective work of many. Like other scientific socialists, then and now, I think that 
the political vote is a dead-end for socialism and, that the industrial ballot-vote 
by the industrial working class at the workplaces is the most logical reorganizational 
procedure. I think,that if we flat-out reject that premise for any reason, we have 
been coopted by the crafty ruling class. They want us to be as vinlent as they are so 
that they\ justify brutalizing us and the scientific sncialist movement. 


Voting where you work does register with Some workers; not necessarily with Socialist 
definition. When I was on the active labor rack, my coworkers lamented their lack of 
was 
VCICE or VOTT in the decision-making at their workplace. Ijable, at times, to clue 
them about that discrimination and how they could junk that dictatership. Because 
history confirms the unilateral control of and the minipulatinn by the super-rich 
and their captive politicians, socialists should consider the educatirnal tactic of 
informing working people of that histery and urging them to wote for socialism by NT 
yoting for capitalist politicians. I can recall being labeled,"annther politician" by 
another worker from whom I was soliciting his signature for balint qualification. I 
tnink that the energy and l-ng-green,used at the political hustings at this late date, 
for socialist education,is jllogical and non-productive of working class enlightenment. 


There is the aspect in the “central directing autnority"or boss imaze of WHO cesignates 
or appoints tnat individual(s). In the enntext of tne few-rule society the ULlAos 
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are mandated by the capitalists. Conversely, in the social milieu of the Socialist 


Industrial Republic the U.leA. concept must necessarily be controlled by and responsive 


to discipline and direction of everyone involved. Supervisors become coordinators, 


I agree with Comrade Girard that the teachers in our schools "could run things" better, 
academically, than the school board-hired administrator management formula, I hope 
that he would concur that such a boon for the educational industry could only happen 
in the collectivity of all of the other educatinnal workers, the students and their 
working class parents. Again I invite Db participants to seriously debate the desir- 


ability of expending more of our educational and agitational energies on the education- 


al industry. Worthy of mention is the unusual working class ownersnip of much of the 
physical properties in this industry. Comrade Orange's "Economic basis of Bducation" 
and the SLP leaflet,"Capitalist Crisis in the Schools" coula be resource material for 
the arguementations. 

Glen Johnson 


Dear Comrades, 


tichard aubacn (DR 19) is quite mistaken in concluding 
that the answer to tue question "if socisaty abolisiss money, and 
people silly tak# goods from tur available stock, how to decide w:at 
to orocuce?" is that "t-.e only way anytuing could be roduced in a 
communist soct ty wourd be if tine wiole of socicty makes a collective 
decision to procuce it", 


Anybody wio argues that wnat ts to be procuced in 
communist (or socialist, the same tuing) society will be decided "by 
majority vote of tre society" just hasn't tiuoug.t seriously about the 

roblem. When t.is issue was discussed in the S:GB in Britain a few 
years ago, toe Guildford 5. GB branci: made tiie following points: 


"het us see what is meant by this, that in socialism there will be 
deliberate conscious direction of world production as a wiole by 
tie democratically organised world population as_a wiole. It mean-, 
guite literally, tuat if the citizens of socialist Guil’ ford wished 
to build an cxtra ublic convenience in the town, the citizens of 
socialist Singarore may object. Indeed they may persuade tie 
citizens of socialist Sydney tiat this was a scandalous waste of 
resources, that tne existing provision of 2.3 loos per capita was 
entirely adequate for our necds,. But it hardly stops here. What if 
Singapore wanted to build anotiter iublic convenience or a new car 
nark or to revitalise its ailing bus service. Would the Guildford 
delegates at tne World Conference, in leasue with outrare. 
KRampucea, rise up to vote against tue inclusion of such items in 
the next 5 year plan? Even if they didn't, even if all was 
Sweetness and harmony, iow coul:' such qa centralisec dccision=-making 
bocy remotely find tae time to consider, lst alone adequately, such 
Getailed ronositions in such cnormous numbers necessary to the 
running of a comml x “ecrrn wor'd? We may chuckle at such nonsense, 
comrades, but we cannot afford tiie jJuxury of compiacently 
dismissing it from our mind, for it is precisely in tiuis biuntly 
litera! fassion that some of our op onents int-rpret our objective". 


Leith Sorel is no coubt quite ca able of defending 
io oself but tiais also seems to he iow Ricrard taubach as int:.rpreted 
is ideas. Tae Guildford »:GbB branch went on to concluctes 


A sane, <r eaeo i is : : se 
eoeWe catntain tiat the concept of 'central mianning' as outlined 


would be utterly inco patible wit socialism. If socialist society 
is to be a de ocratic society thcn thie im lementation of a world 
olan wust involve tie dimocratic narticipation of tie world's 
population. No indivicual can possibly acquaint rerself with 
anytiing more titan tire tiniest fraction of the iuge volume of 
information uton which d«cisions have to be based in drafting t.i¢ 
-lan. Consequentiy tie vast bulk of tie decisions woud be made by 
the ‘central acwinistrative body'. Tie existence of “a ‘single 
organising wilt! would inevitably mean a ‘co mand cconomy!', if not 
by cnoice then by necessity. Tus rigid iv, Jementation of a 'world 
vian', sinee it cannot ‘brook variation', is eituer autcoritarian 
or impossible. It cannot be macs compatibl: wit. tie socialist 
‘roposal tiat necds snould be seif-det:' r.ined and labour freely 
offored. In the name of decocratic controi it would destroy 
democratic contro:. Were it to ba insisted upon it would make a 
mockery of free access and voluntary co-operation; tie form.r 
would be perverted into an insicious rationing, the lattcr into a 
Lor of acd iinivstratiivia Co arom orn. 


so wiaat tien is the alternative? Another contribution 
to this debate wituin the SPGB, subinitted as a draft for a pamp ict 
on socialism as a practical a’ternative, argued for "a self-adjusting 
system of production for use" wich “woulc opsrate wit. tie 
co' munication of needs, expressed as required quantities of materials ; 
and goods": 


"Socialism will remove every vaiue/cost/price factor whicu is 
invo!ved in procuction, and will tiercfore do away witn the uss 

of vioney... socialism will relate croductive activity directly to 
needs. Production for use will besin with direct co-ovcration 
between rocucers and enc wit: tne direct suppiy of tue goods 
nroduced to the members of tie co.munity for woose needs they nave 
been producéd... 

With orocduction solely for ned tie cost/ rice factors will be 
completely re oved from procuction and tais will leave only one 
factor being co municated batween tie various arts of 

sroduction, wiich will then ceal solely with tne ordering and 
supplying of materials and goods as a direct response to nerds. 
Needs would arise in local communities, expressed as required 

ry, equionent, buiiding miaterials, and tie 


quantitics of maciin 
whole range of foods and consur»tion goods. Trese grammes, Kiios, 
tonnes, litres, metres, cubic metres, ete of required wiaterials 
and goods would then be comounicated thirougiout tie distributive 
and productive notwork. 
Tiroushout the structure of production and distribution eacn art 
couid adjust to tie communication of triese required quantitics. 
Vhe position of each work unit would be indicated. A ‘ow demand 
in relation to accu ulated stocks would indicate a reduction of 
roduction, and converse.y a xie3 cemand in relation to low 
stocks woule’ indicate increased production", 


In view of the complexity of tie existing productive 
network which iias regional and world as well as local ra ifications, 
in broad terms t:is is tne only way tnat oroduction for use could 
operate. The idea of drawing u> a binding vroduction plan, even if 
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tuis was accepted by "majority vote", is quite impractical. 29 
Indivicuals and local conmunities wust be left to decice their own 
needs to wiien tae productive and distributive network must be 

a. lowed to respond in a flexibl« way. As such a system would function 

ore or less automaticaliy, the sort of "collective decision" by "the 
whole of society" as to what to produce wich Richard Laubach 
nmeantions, would only be necessary wien major policy decisions were 
required. 


--Ada:: Buick, 21 rue Gambetta, 7740C T origny, france, ‘urone. 


{Earlier installments of the following informal historical 
sketch of the Socialist Labor Party were published in DBs 2, 
4, 7, and 9. A related study, "Tne 1969-70 Split" by Ben 
Perry appsared in DBs 10, 11, 13, and 14. For the benefit 
of more recent readers not familiar with American third 
force politics, the SLP was and is the largest U.S. 
political party advocating non-market, third force 
socialism. Founded in 1876, it rejected the revisionism of 
the Second International, splitting with reformists and pure 
and simple unionists in its cranks around the turn of the 
century. Under the aegis of Daniel De Leon it developed a 
program of political syndicalism which it carried into the 
Industrial Workers of the World, in whose founding it took a 
major part. Its revolutionary socialist industrial union 
program has always differentiated it sharply from the 
various social democratic and Leninist denominations. Its 
major flaw has been the destabilizing effect of a tradition 
of authoritarian leadership, very much at odds with its 
democratic pretensions. ] 


THE SOCIALIST LABOR PARTY REVISITED (cont'd) 


From 1969 to 1970 a rapid sequence of events shook the party. The 
Bulgarian and South Slav Federations folded, National Secretary Arnold 
Petersen retired after 55 years in office and the National Editor of 
nearly 30 years, Eric Hass, refused to seek office again. He was a 
casuaity of the 1967-70 split/disruption, to whom must be added 
another 50 or so members, most of them young and enthusiastic, the 
members who would have been the next generation of SLP DeLeonists. 


Nathan Karp, groomed by Petersen, succeeded him in office as 
planned. John Timm, Hass's assistant for many years, was elected 
National Editor, and the party continued on its traditional course, 
producing the Weekly People, distributing leaflets, gathering 
signatures to get on the ballot, carrying on as before, its internal 
organizational and social life, not visibly affected by the ferment 
created by the Vietnam War. 


By 1972 the National Secretary could report to the Twenty-Eighth 
Nationa Convention that the disruption of 1967-70 had had no lasting 
effect on the party and even take some comfort in the internal 
problems plaguing the disruptors, some of whom had complained in their 
publications about the lack of democracy in their new organization, 
Socialist Reconstruction. He also took the occasion to fire a couple 
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of barbs at Eric Hass, who had gotten a job editing a periodical for 
the faned Trinity Church in Wanhattan, 


The repercussions had indeed ended by 1972, except for the sour 
taste in many mouths. The more vocal and visible dissidents had 
resigned, dropped out, or been expelled. The disaffected, having 
watched the dissenting groups unravel, remained in the SLP resolved to 
make the best of it. But the best was not very good. Membership 
continued to dwindle, as it had for years. By solitting with its own 
youth/activist element and turning its back on the anti-war protests 
and demonstrations, the SLP ensured that it would not gain the 
increment of members that multiplied the numbers of the Socialist 
Workers Party and created the Marxist-Leninist sects. Nor could the 
party take comfort in the quality and amount of its own work. In his 
report to the 1972 Convention Karp complained that in the four years 
since 1968 (when Eric Hass had left) the party nad not published a 
single new pamphlet or leaflet. 


But the real problem was the Weekly People. John Timm, editorial 
assistant For most of the thirty years of Hass's editorship, suffered 
from two serious handicaps. One was a lack of help--the endemic 
national office "help problem" became even more acute at this time. Ia 
fact, for five years, 1968-73, Timm almost singlehandedly wrote and 
edited a weekly socialist newspaper almost twice the size of the 
current People. The second handicap was his inadequacy as writer when 
compared to Hass. At best he was a plodder who manufactured socialist 
news articles from the events of the day. They were sufficient unto 
the moment but nothing more. He was also partial to long tendentious 
headlines, rather like the titles of Maoist pamphlets. 


The problem came to a head two wesks before the 1973 National 
Executive Committee Session was to convene in May. National Secretary 
Nathan Karp in his usual warm humane way and with no previous warning, 
handed National Editor John Timm a 67-page report attacking Timm's 
competency both as a writer and a Marxist. This he would be 
presenting to the NEC and the party at the forthcoming session. The 
attack, complete with multiple examples and profuse documentation, 
utterly destroyed any possibility of Timm's continuing as National 
Editor and was so perceived by him. He wrote a short report defending 
himself but did not attend the session. Then, like Eric Hass, he 
"deserted his post," leaving under a cloud, as had all his 
predecessors since DeLeon. He was the Socialist Labor Party's last 
National Editor. 


The incident exemplifies perfectly the extent of Karp's 
sensitivity to the feelings of others. Although he was warned by the 
Section New York organizer, he apparently never really expected Timm 
to leave. Later he would describe his panic when he realized that he 
would have to get out the aext issue of the Weekly People instead of 
sitting in his office leisurely writing a 67-page brief for the 
prosecution of Timm. Pressing Mary Jane Grohs and Robert Bills, his 
two NO assistants into service, he managed to produce the next issue, 
at the same time--one would gather from the 1976 Convention 
Proceedings—--gaining some insight into the conditions under which Ti-nm 
nad labored. The emergency became a continuing nightmare in which all 
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s=iec party matters were sacrificed to getting out the Weekly People. 


Finally forced to do some high-pressure recruiting, he went 
dutside the party for his younger son, Stanley, a newly hatched 
Easlish teacher and a non-member of the party at the time. Dick Bell, 
member and also a scnool teacher came from Denver to work in the 
sditorial office. They became the nucleus of the "editorial staff," a 
cf of collective, which replaced the elected National Editor called 
or by the party's constitution. 


ro 


s 
c 


The New Dispensation 


At this point a transformation took place in the mind and soul of 
Nathan Karp comparable to the conversion of St. Paul on the road to 
Damascus. Perhaps some day the details will be revealed, but 
circunstantial evidence would suggest that it was rooted in the dark 
days shortly afer the departure of Timm. Whatever the cause, it had 
enormous consequences for the party and its traditional positions, 
tactics, and procedures. Basic to this transformation was the 
conclusion Karp had come to about the condition of the party. He 
presented it at tne 1976 Convention as the alternative reasons a 
revolutionary party goes into 2 sustained decline as the SLP clearly 
had: 


"A revolutionary party, such as ours can experience a profound decline 
for several reasons: 

i) It is viciously repressed and damaged by its class enemies, 2) It 
passes through a non-revolutionary period when the class whose 
interests it represents cannot be expected to respond sufficiently to 
ensure its survival. 3) It adopts, and fails to correct, methods of 
theoretical and practical work which destroy its effectiveness. 


"We believe the third reason comes closest to explaining our 
current situation. It is also our conviction that the sole method by 
which a revolutionary party corrects its mistakes is to engage in self 
criticism and collective correction of errors." 


This report, delivered to the convention in the strongest, most 
emphatic language and tones possible, went on to castigate both the 
membership and the NEC for their failure to respond to NO initiatives 
*9o rededicate their lives to their revolutionary cause and to 
r+-2¢anine their and the party's tactics in the light of contemporary 
conditions and avents. Essentially Karp was demanding that this party 
>t oid timers--median age over 65--repudiate not just the tactics of 
the past, but--by implication--the leaders of the past including 
Aravuld Petersen and the second eschelon, the George Taylors, Aaron 
Dranges, Herb Steiners, and Joseph Pirincins along with many of the 
gee@triadi points they had come to regard as revealed truth. 


t of the crisis of 1973 was the decision to scrap 
y press ia the physical sense of the term and to 
Jffice. The former decision was forced on the party 
Dae t : iderations, It could no longer support the cost of 
$5 CBRSESSe Sr iaeiks plant. As to the latter decision, the belief 
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persists in the party that Karp and his staff proposed the move to 
escape the New York stronghold of the Petersen loyalists, who manned 
the NEC Subcommittee and would always be in a tactical position to 
pull the plug on the revitalization of the party. But actually the 
proposal to move away from New York--although not to Palo Alto- was 
prepared for the 1973 NEC Session before the Timm had left. 


Rumblings of Revolt 


Karp dealt with rebellion, when it appeared, with an iron hand. 
It came first from Section St. Louis in May 1975 in the form of a 
complaint that in an editorial, "Vietnam Victory," the Weekly People 
had supported the Vietnam national liberation movement in 
contravention of the Party's position that such movements were 
inherently non-progressive. 


Using his personal prestige as the inheritor of Petersen's mantle 
and his undeniable gifts in verbal combat along with some plausible 
arguments, Karp defended the editorial staff at the May 1975 NEC 
Session against these allegations by Section St. Louis: first, that 
the editorial misrepresented the party's position that third world 
liberation movements were not progressive since world domination by 
the two super powers ensured that a third world nation's liberation 
from one imperialist master must be followed by its capture by--or 
voluntary economic submission to-~-the other, and secondly that by 
speaking of the victory of the Vietnamese people, the Weekly People 
was blurring class lines. Asserting that the editorial did not change 
the party's position, the NEC unanimously endorsed it, opening the 
gate to vastly increased coverage of--and unfortunately, rather 
non-critical support for--such movements worldwide with special 
emphasis on Africa. 


In a far-reaching act the 1976 National Convention resolved that 
the "convention acknowledges that a significant change in the party's 
analysis of present conditions has indeed occurred;" and that this 
results from "an improved application of Marxist analysis;" The 
resolution made possible a high speed development in the positions 
and tactics the party had held for generations. Usually these were 
signaled by changes in editorial positions which brought predictably 
negative reactions from the membership, the spell of Karpite arguments 


(Cont'd on p. 2) 


